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on the month’s news. 


Crushed by trivia 


In case anyone hadn’t noticed, a certain 
Captain (sometimes calling himself Major) 
James Hewitt, of the Life Guards, has made 
claims of a secret love affair with the 
Princess of Wales. At about the same time 
as Captain (Major?) Hewitt’s revelations, 
made in a book for which he will receive 
handsome royalties, another Life Guards 
officer, Major Ronald Ferguson — father of 
the estranged wife of the Duke of York, no 
less — made his contribution to the national 
diet of mind-numbing petty scandal by going 
into print with his personal memoirs, a 
prominent part of which consisted of court 
tittle tattle against the royal family, and for 
which he also will be paid generously — 
something of a life-saver, we have been 
told, as the Major (yes, he is a real one) is 
financially almost broke. 

Of course, these goings on are not 
peculiar to the 1990s; army officers like 
Hewitt and Ferguson have surfaced at all 
times in Britain’s previous history. Nor, in 
all fairness, would it be right to say that they 


are typical of their kind, even today; indeed, 
nowhere more than in the Life Guards 
officers’ mess is the name of Hewitt held in 
contempt. What is special to our times, 
however, is the eagerness with which the 
nation’s mass media seize upon these affairs 
as a boon to business — matched by the 
readiness of their central figures to make a 
‘fast buck’ out of them. In better times, 
those in Hewitt’s position would have quietly 
resigned their commissions and disappeared 
into obscurity. Nowadays they are made into 
national celebrities, able to command fat 
fees for their stories and, in the eyes of not 
a few, deserving of sympathy for their all 
too human imperfections of character. 

The other feature of both these affairs, in 
particular the one involving Hewitt and 
Princess Diana, is the vast amount of mass 
media attention focusing upon them over the 
past few weeks — to the extent to which 
they have become public talking points far 
outweighing in interest the many really 
serious problems besetting modern Britain. 
Do we really not have more important things 
to talk about? You wouldn’t think so from a 
reading of the newspapers, in particular the 
letter columns, in which all this cheap and 
boring sleaze seems to be the dominant 
topic. 

The British consciousness is being crushed 
by trivia. Public opinion apparently regards 
the Hewitt/Diana drama as being something 
to savour far more than questions that affect 
our political, economic, social, moral and 
racial survival as a nation. Could it not be 
argued that such an obession with the small 
and the profane, at a time of vital national 
emergency, is symptomatic of national 
decadence? 

There is another aspect of this whole 
business worthy of comment. 

While, as has been acknowledged, there 
have always been the Hewitts and the 
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Fergusons, in healthier times the ruling class 
to which they belong has thrown up ample 
number of men of very different calibre: 
passionately committed public servants 
whose lives were given to grappling with 
great issues affecting the nation; men to 
whom leisure and recreation were but brief 
interludes between the performance of vital 
duties, pauses from labour necessitated by 
the requirements of health but nothing more. 
From a reading of Major Ferguson’s diaries 
it would seem that polo occupied an 
enormous part of his life — much more, 
apparently, than the state of the nation’s 
defences about which he, as an ex-profess- 
ional soldier, should be deeply concerned. 
Of course, not all former Majors are Ronald 
Fergusons nor all present Captains James 
Hewitts. But do we see from Britain’s 
officer corps generally — or indeed from 
any other sections of what we might loosely 
term the ‘Establishment’ — a preparedness 
to give a lead in fighting the manifest evils 
that are destroying us as a nation? These 
people should be using their professional and 
social positions to raise hell about what is 
happening to Britain. Yet we do not hear a 
peep from them. The bedroom antics of a 
Hewitt are not being matched by the heroic 
patriotic endeavour of a Wellington or a 
Chatham. That is the truth that really should 
trouble us most. While the rotters are lining 
their wallets with the profits of the gossip 
industry the decent chaps seem to be 
dedicated primarily to career interest, safety 
and fun. 


Conference season: 
nothing changes 


The time of the year occupied by the 
annual conferences of the Westminster 
parties invariably induces acute depression. 
It is never easy to decide whether this 
depression is brought on the most by the 
presence of the dwarfish political figures 
who strut the platforms of the Tories, 
Labour and the LibDems, the near-hysterical 
‘groupies’ who provide their shrieking, 
clapping and stamping audience claques or 
the intellectually sterile and soporifically wet 
content of the speeches that drip from their 
vapid mouths. The gloom is lifted only by 
the reminder that there are other political 
forces on the horizon in Britain, and that 
their day will come — albeit not quite yet. 

Something of the tone of this year’s party 
conferences was caught by an article 
appearing in The Sunday Times on October 
9th, following Labour’s gathering at 
Blackpool and immediately preceding that of 
the Tories at Bournemouth. It was headed 
‘Battle for the Middle Classes’ and it 
speculated, probably correctly, that these 
two parties’ main concern was to present 
themselves to the British electorate in a 
manner that touched upon every chord of 
materialism, selfishness and personal greed. 
The new-look Labour Party, the article said, 
has been exercised for the first time in many 
years in presenting an electoral package 
which would win favour with the most 


bourgeois elements and allay their fears 
about rising taxation. Of Labour leader Tony 
Blair, it said that: ‘‘Deploring the Tory 
record on the economy, crime, education 
and the welfare state, he gives it a moral 
twist calculated to appeal to middle-income 
Tories who find life hard. He offers a 
moderate Labour government committed to 
community protection for individual 
ambition...’’ The article continued by saying 
that:- 
“As the alarm bells rang in Downing 
Street, Kenneth Clarke, the Chancellor, 
tried to steady Tory nerves. He agreed that 
middle England was worried but said that 
middle-class confidence had been shaken in 
other recession-hit countries too, so there 
was nothing special about Britain. 
*‘Admittedly the Government had a 
problem but there was also an answer — 
getting across ‘the feeling that the country 
has a modern economy, that it is doing 
well, that real prosperity can be earned and 
that Britain can live in a modern world, 
keeping all the values that the Conservative 
Party and middle England always 
wanted.’”’ 
wanted.’ ”’ 


The cliché-ridden smugness of this 
statement is staggering even to the hardened 
observer of Tory rhetoric. Of course, the 
steadying of ‘Tory nerves’ is a phrase with 
which we are all familiar. It means 
persuading the party faithful that the dismal 
and disaster-filled picture they have of the 
state of Britain is an incorrect one and that 
in fact all in the garden is rosy. It is difficult 
to discern any difference between this 
technique and that of speaking to unhappy 
children about the coming of Santa Claus. 
‘Getting across the feeling that the 
country... is doing well.’’ Is Grandma 
complaining of acute backache? Very well, 
we must just talk to her and tell her that it is 
all her imagination; she has no backache — 
in fact she is feeling great! If the Tory rank 
and file really can be won over by this kind 
of pap they must be particularly susceptible 
to trance. 

This is not to say that Clarke’s comp- 
lacency is shared by Torydom as a whole. In 
a statement issued just before Bournemouth 
by the Thatcherite ‘Conservative Way 
Forward’ group it was claimed that:- 


‘The Tory Party is not just bruised but 
bleeding. The worst of our problem lies in 
the disaffection of the middle classes.”’ 


The statement went on to say that tradit- 
ional Tory supporters are ‘‘on strike.’’ And 
it went on:- 


‘Every effort must be devoted at this 
conference to winning them back, for 
without them we can mount no appeal to 
the country at large.”’ 


The group, the Sunday Times article 
said... 


‘*... demand. 2p off the basic rate of 
income tax in next month’s budget as a 
start to regain lost ground, but this is a 
course Clarke will rule out on Thursday 
(October 13th). He will tell the conference 
that tax cuts must wait until they can be 
guaranteed for the rest of this parliament.”’ 


Two things stand out here. There is the 
clear acknowledgement that the Chancellor’s 
preoccupation concerning tax relief is going 
to be not the health of the national economy 
but the demands of party politics. A tax cut 
must not be made which later will have to 
turn into a tax increase before the next 
election. As always, the party game takes 
precedence over what is good for Britain. 
The bitter medicine which Tories believe is 
good for the people must be administered 
during the Government’s mid-term so that 
then the sweeties can all be handed out as 
polling day approaches. 

The other dominant theme is, again, the 
assumption that all efforts to restore the 
Tories’ sagging popularity must be centred 
on appeals to the voters’ pockets. No greater 
or higher goals may be presented to the 
British public as worthy of endeavour. No 
talk of duties, of sacrifices, of ideals of 
national betterment or national honour, is on 
the agenda. It is all a squalid auction. The 
parties make their bids for the prized article: 
the voters’ favour. The bids, as must always 
be the case in auctions, are registered in 
terms of money, and the message is ever 
aimed at the electorate’s most mercenary 
instincts. 

Of course, it would not be realistic to 
suppose that any effective bid for popular 
support in a parliamentary democracy could 
be made if it excluded consideration for the 
essentially selfish and materialistic mentality 
of the mass of people, and in particular the 
middle class which both main parties are 
now targeting. But it is instructive to behold 
that in the minds of Tory and Labour leaders 
alike this factor has assumed the dimensions 
of an obsession that blots out almost every- 
thing else. This is a sad indictment of those 
leaders and their priorities, but it is an 
equally dismal indictment of the nation to 
which we all belong. 


Clause Four: the 
debate of the dinosaurs 


A big issue occupying both the Labour 
and Tory conferences was Labour’s dispute 


Conference season: nothing changes. This 
bunch of transfixed ‘groupies’ were with 
Labour at Blackpool. 


over Clause Four of its constitution which 
insists upon the public ownership of the 
means of production. Labour leader Blair 
took the bull by the horns at Blackpool by 
saying that a future Labour Government 
would not be bound by the clause. The rank 
and file of the conference got their own back 
on Bambi by passing a motion in support of 
it — a motion which would not bind any 
government headed by him but nevertheless 
affirmed how deeply the party is still sunk in 
outdated superstition. Predictably, the Tories 
retaliated at Bournemouth by giving great 
prominence to Labour’s conference decision 
and stressing their own commitment to the 
‘free market’ ideology that they apparently 
see as the only alternative to wholesale 
nationalisation and state ownership. 

To us, this debate between Labour’s 
Clause Four and the Tories’ ‘free market’ is 
a debate of dinosaurs. The modern reality is 
that both Labour’s Clause Four policy and 
the Tories’ free market theories have been 
totally discredited by events. In place of 
both there is a third option, which represents 
a synthesis between left-wing socialism and 
right-wing capitalism. The synthesis is 
broadly as follows:- 

We should accept that the dynamics of the 
private enterprise system make for greater 
economic efficiency, and that therefore most 
industries and services will operate better 
under private ownership. We should accept, 
furthermore, that market forces do indeed 
have a role to play in the economy, 
regulating as they do the laws of supply and 
demand and enabling the survival of the 
fittest and the elimination of the least fit. 

But equally we should accept that the 
freedom granted to private enterprise and to 
the operation of market forces can never be 
absolute. Such freedom should be permitted 
so long as, and to the extent that, it benefits 
the nation, and no further. When the play of 
market forces reaches a point at which it 

Contd. overleaf 
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WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


threatens to destroy vital national industries, 
it must be curbed and controlled. Likewise, 
when it consigns vast numbers of workers 
(and not just the inefficient and the lazy) to 
the scrapheap of semi-permanent unemploy- 
ment, it has exceeded its usefulness and new 
rules must be adopted in its place. 

This truth has been given particulariy 
strong force by the recent development 
whereby investment capital has been trans- 
ferred to the cheap-labour sweatshops of the 
Pacific Rim for the purpose of producing 
manufactured goods for world markets with 
whose price labour in western countries 
cannot possibly compete. This tendency is in 
fact not entirely new; it began many decades 
ago. But what is new is the sheer scale by 
which it is now taking place. In the frater- 
nity of capitalism and high finance it has 
now become almost an article of faith that 
manufacturing industry in the West is 
finished and henceforth Asia will become the 
world’s workshop. The catastrophic conse- 
quences of this policy do not seem to have 
begun to dawn on the heads of the leading 
political parties in Britain. 

Given these realities, nothing could be 
more ludicrous than the sight of a majority 
at a Labour conference passionately 
declaring its commitment to the public 
ownership of the means of production while 
scarcely uttering a murmur about the threat 
to British industry and British jobs posed by 
the vast flood of imports that can only 
increase as the tendency towards ‘relocation’ 
in the Pacific is stepped up. Are these 
Labour delegates living in the real world — 
or have they .been residing all this time 
somewhere in outer space, condescending to 
come down to Planet Earth just at confer- 
ence time? 

In the real world of 1994 Labour’s Clause 
Four is totally irrelevant. But what is very 
relevant indeed is the need for a regulating 
power, instituted by British Government, 
which will circumscribe and direct the forces 
of enterprise, market and profit in this 
country so that they work for Britain, her 
industries and her people — not for 
international financial speculators and not for 
Japanese car makers nor assemblers of elect- 
rical goods in Taiwan. 

Will someone please tell the conference 
delegates of Tory and Labour that this issue 
is the one that should be the subject of the 
real debate — the debate that was ignored at 
Blackpool and at Bournemouth while party 
speakers droned on interminably in praise of 
ancient dogmas that have long been buried 
beneath the tide of modern facts. 


What sort of army? 


By general consent, the British armed 
forces have in recent years been among the 
very few institutions within the nation which 
stand in good public esteem because of the 
high standards that have been maintained. 
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ARMY FOR 
FIGHTING? 
PERISH THE 
THOUGHT! 

This is the 
Saatchi & Saatchi 
TV recruiting 
advert. Note 

the obligatory 
Black. 


But for how long? 

‘Political correctness’ has already got its 
foot in the forces’ door with the establish- 
ment of sex equality and the placing of 
women in combat units alongside men. 
Now, it seems, further steps are being taken 
in this direction with a new recruitment 
advertising drive orchestrated by — you’ve 
guessed it — Saatchi & Saatchi! 

This was highlighted by a report in the 
Sunday Telegraph of October 9th. The 
report was headed ‘Army attempts caring 
offensive in new recruitment drive’. It went 
on to say:- 

‘‘The Saatchi message, forcefully put 

_across in a TV campaign that began last 

week, says that soldiering is about caring. 

Perhaps that explains why the biggest 

response to the accompanying press 

campaign for officer candidates has come 
from readers of The Guardian.”’ 


And it gets even worse. Says the ST 
report: - 

‘In the opening advert, a child lies gravely 
wounded in a shattered hospital. Three 
young soldiers look on anxiously, a 
Geordie, a Cockney and a Black. They 
have 15 minutes before the power supply 
cuts. They ask an unseen officer what to 
do. What would you do...?”’ 


All this would seem rather strange to 
those of us who have been brought up to 
believe that the main function of an army is 
fighting — to be specific, fighting for one’s 
own country. That army and other forces 
personnel sometimes are called upon to 
perform other services is not in dispute; but 
fighting wars, and training for the fighting 
of wars, are what the armed forces are 
supposed to be about. Yet from this advert 
you might think that is the last thing with 
which the British Army of today is 
occupied. 

Referring to the TV film scene, the 
Sunday Telegraph said:- 

“The scenario is obviously Bosnia, 

although the agency will not admit it. 

United Nations soldiering is only a tiny 

part of the British Army’s role. Ministers 

are reluctant that it should go further. But 
the Army knows it must promote its 


caring, blue-beret image to win recruits... 
‘* ‘We knew we couldn’t just rely on the 
old values,’ said Brigadier Christopher 
Elliott, 47, the director of army recruiting. 
‘We turned down one proposal which 


played to more patriotic emotions. 

Just how Brigadier Elliott has attained the 
rank he holds, and how he has been placed 
in charge of Army recruiting, are questions 
that will immediately occur to many people 
reading this kind of slush. Presumably such 
decisions emanate from Malcolm Riffkind’s 
Ministry of Defence. Just what sort of 
‘defence’ does this Ministry today have in 
mind? The Sunday Telegraph report gives a 
clue. ‘‘In the new campaign,’’ it says, 
‘officers are depicted as managers, not born 
leaders of men... No-one mentions team 
spirit, no sport, not even weapons are 
shown...”’ 

All this was explained by Jeremy Pyne, 
the Saatchi man responsible for the 
campaign. According to Mr. Pyne, this 
‘new-image’ army is essential to recruiting 
in an age when young men and woman have 
different values. However, said the ST 
report, so far the campaign shows not the 
slightest sign of winning more recruits. 
‘‘Perhaps,’’ the report concluded, ‘‘the old 
values still sell the best.”’ 

Seriously though, it must be assumed that 
this advertising campaign has the approval of 
the Government — if the Government did 
not actually initiate it. British people who 
are pround of their Army’s traditions and 
history may be so impertinent as to ask why 
the likes of Mr. Riffkind at the Defence 
Ministry and his kith and kin of Saatchi & 
Saatchi are today given such powerful 
influence in the way of projecting the image 
of the kind of Army that ours is to be in the 
future — and of course, consequently, the 
kind of recruits it will attract. Will the next 
stage be a TV ad showing Julian Clary in 
full drag giving a demonstration of the new 
marching drill? After this, nothing would 
surprise us. 


Cut down to size 


There will be some who will have 
sympathised with Eire Premier Albert 


Reynoids when he was kept waiting at 
Shannon Airport by Russian President 
Yeltsin after the latter had landed on his way 
home from a world trip. The Russians had 
apparently agreed to a request from Mr. 
Reynolds’ Government that Yeltsin’s plane 
should touch down in the Irish Republic en 
route from the United States so that the two 
could have a chat. Doubtless this agreement 
was given more out of politeness than any 
thought by the Russians that there was much 
to talk about. 

As it transpired, Reynolds and his 
entourage standing by the plane waited, 
waited and waited — but still Mr. Yeltsyn 
did not appear. Eventually a harassed 
Russian official descended from the plane 
and gave his apologies. His President, he 
said, was very tired and not feeling very 
well (by which the poor fellow probably 
meant he was drunk). Would the Taoiseach 
excuse him? With reluctance and much inner 
seething no doubt, this was assented to. The 
plane took off and the Irish party left the 
airport empty handed! 

Pardon us if we react to this incident with 
loud hilarity, for what Mr. Reynolds got was 
mo more than he deserved. The Irish 
Republic cuts a ridiculous enough figure as 
it is, with its pretensions to being a 
sovereign state. How much more ridiculous 
things become when its Premier presumes 
that the leader of one of the world’s major 
powers should wish to interrupt a hectic 
itinerary of international appointments to 
speak to him. The humiliation of Reynolds’ 
fruitless wait on the tarmac was a thoroughly 
appropriate come-uppance for an upstart 
whom the British Government has already 
treated with deference far in excess of what 
he merits. Perhaps here there is something 
we could learn from our Russian friends! 


Rentamob takes to 
the streets again 


Central London exploded into riot and 
mayhem in the evening of the 8th October, 
when a march purporting to be against the 
Criminal Justice Bill and attended by an 
estimated 60,000 was hi-jacked by a militant 
element of about 1,000 hard-leftists. Pitched 
battles with police broke out and some 
sections of the mob ran on a rampage down 
Oxford Street smashing and looting shop 
windows. Predictably, the organisers of the 
march, backed up by. Labour MP Jeremy 
Corbyn, blamed the police for all the trouble 
— if only the cops had stood by and minded 
their own business while the shops were 
being looted, everything would have ended 
peacefully! 

This brawl was described in some news- 
papers as the worst outbreak of violence 
since the Poll Tax riots of several years 
back, but these papers obviously overlooked 
the riot of exactly one year previously when 
a similar mob tried to attack the British 
National Party’s bookshop in Welling. 

In-depth investigative reports in the days 
following came to the conclusion that the 
faction bearing the greatest responsibility for 


orchestrating the violence last month was the 
anarchist ‘Class War’ group. Some of the 
evidence leading to this assessment was 
interesting, to say the least. 

Leaflets handed out by ‘Class War’ 
activists weeks before the march made it 
quite clear that the violence was intended 
and well planned. The leaflet incited people 
to attack not only the police but the more 
peaceful marchers, whom it dismissed as 
‘scum’. It urged participants to come armed 
with missiles, described as ‘ammo’, and 
gave advice on the best methods of brick- 
throwing. 

All this leads us back to a point made by 
this editor in an article in the March 1994 
issue of Spearhead which dealt with violence 
against the British National Party. Attention 
was drawn to Chapter 6, Section 2(1b) of 
the Public Order Act of 1936, which states 
clearly that any person is committing an 
offence if he or she takes part in the 
management or control of an organisation 
“organised and trained or organised and 
equipped for the purpose of enabling them to 
be employed for the use or display of 
physical force in promoting any political 
object...”’ 

Quite clearly, the leaflet recently 
circulated by ‘Class War’ constitutes a prima 
facie case for prosecution of the organisers 
of that group under this section. Will any 
such prosecution be made? Past evidence of 
the strange and esoteric protection given 
these extreme left-wing groups by the 
Government’s prosecuting agencies suggests 
that it will not. If this be the case, we can 
once again say that the Government, though 
its spokesmen may publicly lament these 
manifestations of violence by the far left, is 
not prepared to take any effective steps to 
prevent it. Why not? 

But out of the recent London riot there 
was another, quite extraordinary, develop- 
ment. Apparently some people are now 
saying that the violence was the fault of the 
British National Party! In the Evening 
Standard of October 12th it was reported 
that: ‘‘Special Branch officers believe that 
Class War itself has been infiltrated by 
elements of the extreme Right with the 
intention of causing as much havoc as 
possible for its own political agenda.’’ 

The report went on to say that this 
infiltration was by ‘‘members of the far-right 
British National Party in an attempt to stir 
up violence and thus encourage draconian 
laws banning all public protest.’’ 

Confronted with such unadulterated drivel, 
one does not know whether to laugh or cry. 
Just what evidence these alleged Special 
Branch officers have of any such BNP plan 
is not explained, but the fact is that the 
whole thing is news to us! Perhaps, in 
addition, Special Branch and the Evening 
Standard would like to explain what BNP 
interest is served by encouraging laws 
against public protest from which it (the 
BNP) would suffer just as much as any left- 
wing group! 

Pardon us if we hark back to conspiracy 

Continued on page 19 


THIS Yuletide why not send a _ 


card with a difference to your 
friends and relatives. 


We have a growing range of | 
attractive designs based on North- | 


ern European folk mythology. 


These cards are printed in full | 


colour, and are Ad in size. They 
come complete with an envelope. 
A free catalogue of all our post- 


ers, cards, books, etcis available - | 


please send SAE. 
A few of the designs available 
are:- 


Odin Riding Sleipnir 

Celtic Princess 

Viking Longships 
Yggadrasil - Tree of life 
Father Xmas at Stonehenge 


The cards cost £7.50, inc. p&p., 
for a set of twelve. Please state 
when ordering if you want all the 
same design, or a mix of designs. 


Available from:- 

Planet Prints, 

PO Box 62, 

Uckfield, 

E Sussex, TN22 1ZY. 


Cheques/POs etc payable to "Planet 
Prints” please. 
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HAVE WE THE WILL 
TO SURVIVE? 


Giving the British nation a future, says JOHN TYNDALL, 
involves a preparedness to make tough decisions by which 
some people may get hurt 


THE NEXT QUESTION the TV inter- 
viewer put to me was as predictable as the 
dew on an autumn morning. We had been 
discussing the repatriation of Britain’s 
ethnic minorities. ‘‘All of them?’’ he 
asked. ‘‘Yes, all of them,”’ I had replied. 
The mandatory look of righteous shock 
and horror came over his face — how 
much of it genuine and how much 
simulated I cannot say. 


‘‘What about black people who were 


actually born here — young people, for 
instance, who have never known any other 
homeland than Britain? Suppose you are 
dealing with a ten-year-old black child. 
Would you send that child away?’’ 

My co-fighters in the movement of white 
racial nationalism will all be thoroughly 
familiar with this kind of question. It is 
typical of the liberal tendency to obfuscate 
with emotion and hysteria an issue that 
should be approached in an atmosphere of 
ice-cool reasoning. It also illustrates liberal 
trickery at its worst. It places the questioner 
conveniently on what appears to be the 
moral high ground, while his opponent, with 
equal convenience, is portrayed as cruel, 
callous and lacking in human feelings. It is 
not even necessary that the questioner 
himself is by nature dishonest; it suffices 
that he is, albeit perhaps innocently, falling 
into the trap of employing a dishonest 
argument — if only through habit induced by 
long conditioning in a liberalist culture. 

My colleague Michael Newland was 
subjected to just the same kind of cross- 
examination in the making of a Channel 
Four programme in which in fact teenagers 
were asking the questions. ‘‘If you were to 
repatriate black people and they were of 
mixed race,’’ one asked, ‘‘would you be 
prepared to separate families?’’ Once again 
we see the appeal to the viewers’ emotions 
and the attempt to put the ‘racist’ on the spot 
by showing him up as a would-be creator of 
human misery. The image is a vivid one: the 
tearful white wife at the airport departure 
gate as she watches her black husband 
making for the plane for Jamaica; the 
bewildered coffee-coloured kiddies 
proceeding with him not knowing if they 
would see their mummy again. It is all 
excellent sob-drama, with the violins 
working overtime. The questions are never 
asked as to whether the real family-splitters 
are the married couple themselves — she 
from her roots and he from his; what misery 
might possibly be caused the parents on 
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MIXED FAMILY 
The daughter was born in Britain and is 
not to blame for her parents’ selfishness 
and foolishness. Nevertheless, she one day 
will probably be a mother and will bear 
children who will not share our culture — 
and she is not an isolated example but one 
of many thousands. 
either side by the prospect of having 
grandchildren inescapably alien; and what 
problems those grandchildren are going to 
encounter throughout their lives by the fate 
of belonging neither to one people nor 


another. These are questions which might _ 


equally tug at the heartstrings, but they are 
conveniently ignored because they evoke 
emotions which liberals would prefer us to 
keep in storage. Last but not least is the 
question as to why the white wife should not 
follow her husband and children to the 
Caribbean and live happily there ever after 
— as we wicked ‘racists’ would indeed 
encourage her to do with all necessary 
financial assistance! If she declined, would 
she not be the one guilty of family-separ- 
ation? 


THE ‘FORCE’ ARGUMENT 

Another liberal trick is to put a question 
that goes something like this: ‘“The ethnic 
minorities scheduled for repatriation — 
supposing that they refused to go. Would 
you use force to compel them?’’ Here of 
course, ‘force’ is deliberately employed as a 
trigger-word aimed at setting off a response 
in the hearer in which feelings of fear and 


horror overwhelm all powers of rational 
thought. The natural concomitant of ‘force’ 
is ‘violence’, and the imagery being sought 
after is that of black and Asian people being 
physically ejected from their homes by 
armed policemen, perhaps being chastised by 
rifle-butts (or worse) if they resist, before 
being driven to airports or sea, ports in 
heavily guarded trucks whereupon on arrival 
they embark at gunpoint for their far-off 
destinations. It all seems very awful — until 
we remind ourselves that ‘force’ is always 
the ultimate sanction of the law against those 
who would break it, and that it is applied as 
uniformly against a man who refuses to pay 
a parking fine as against another who 
disobeys a court order to discharge a debt to 
the tax collector. Of course, the vast 
majority of people given parking fines pay 
them, just as the vast majority owing tax pay 
that tax, so that the application of force 
against defaulters only occurs in compar- 
atively few cases. There is no reason to 
suppose it would be different with members 
of ethnic minority groups ordered to leave 
Britain. And just supposing that violence did 
break out in ¢onsequence of such enforce- 
ment orders, those who would quiver at this 
prospect should be reminded of the violence 
that is already taking place with regularity in 
inner-city areas of Britain where the multi- 
racial experiment is experiencing its inevit- 
able breakdown. If race riots occurred as 
ethnic minorities were repatriated, we could 
at least claim that they would be the last 
such riots to occur in our country! 

These are of course reasoned responses to 
challenges intended to by-pass reason. TV 
audiences are not expected to consider them, 
although no doubt there are many among 
those audiences who do do so. Do liberals 
themselves consider them? Perhaps some- 
times they do, but my experience with such 
people is that when the thorny issues of race 
are raised it is the time for outrage to come 
to a boiling point at which even the sugges- 
tion of a rational approach is blasphemy. 


THE LIBERAL OUTLOOK 

All of this leads to the question: is the 
liberal, when he evokes images of young- 
sters being obliged to leave the land in 
which they were born and bred, of families 
being separated and repatriation being 
carried out by force, arguing with deliberate 
dishonesty intended to present only one side 
of the picture, and to play on human 
emotions as a quite cynical propaganda 


exercise? He may indeed be. But much more 
probably he is simply thinking and feeling 
within parameters that are the inevitable 
product of the liberal view of life. In other 
words, his attitude is sincere though ill- 
considered. 

For the whole liberal philosophy is one 
that fails to think through the long-term 
consequences of individual and public 
actions. At the same time, liberalism, 
because it is a creed centred on the 
individual and his self-evident ‘rights’, 
cannot ever conceive of there being any 
greater and more urgent good than the 
satisfaction of individual selfishness and the 
avoidance of individual hardship. ‘‘The 
greatest happiness of the greatest number’’ 
(Jeremy Bentham) and ‘‘life, liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness’’ (the American Declar- 
ation of Independence) are sacred liberal 
texts. Any decision that imposes hardship or 
unhappiness on any individual, whether it be 
necessitated by social and national require- 
ments of much greater long-range import- 
ance, is immoral and wrong and must be 
resisted. This myopic vision is an ever- 
recurring liberal characteristic, and it 
renders quite impossible any policy or 
planning dedicated to a nation’s future. 

True nation-builders are like farmers, 
foresters and fishermen. They must 
sometimes subordinate the temptations of 
momentary impulse or advantage to the 
needs of decades ahead, even of posterity. 
They must respect the laws of nature and 
biology. Many of their decisions and actions 
have to be conceived as investments for 
growth rather than expenditures on the 
present. The farmer knows that he will not 
prosper, or at least his heirs will not 
prosper, unless he makes as his highest 
priority the survival, improvement and 
increase of his stock. The forester knows 
that great trees will take a long time to grow 
to maturity, and he does not cut them down 
before time to make quick money. The 
fisherman knows that along with his catch he 
must return to the waters those tiddlers 
which must be allowed to grow and 
reproduce before they are ready for 
consumption, otherwise those waters will 
eventually be exhausted and yield nothing to 
future generations. 


WORKING FOR THE FUTURE 

The politician, if he is to justify his 
existence as such and the trust his people 
place in him, must be a nation-builder — or 
at the very least a nation-conserver. This 
means that he must think and plan in the 
same way as the men of those other profess- 
ions. The future must never be mortgaged in 
favour of the exigencies of the present. Of 
course, in all practical affairs there is a 
continual conflict between what seems 
expedient, popular and decent now and what 
intelligence and vision rule is necessary for 
years hence; and no-one in the field of 
politics can entirely ignore the clamour to do 
things, or not to do things, that comes from 
the short-sighted, impatient and selfish 


multitude. Real political leadership, 
however, consists of the ability to strike that 
balance between the pressures of the moment 
and long-range goals and imperatives — 
always giving paramountcy to the latter in 
the final decision, in the final act. 

Real political leadership is leadership 
which thinks historically — which sees 
history as that gigantic panorama bearing 
witness to the rise and fall of great states, 
nations and races, and whose dominating 
will is that the state/nation/race to which one 
is given in service will not fall. To this 
imperative all is subordinated. This means 
that at any moment decisions must be made 
which will seem heartless, even cruel, but 
which can be justified by the fact that in the 
long term they will lead to an avoidance of 
greater cruelty. Acceptance of these realities 
is essentially a masculine reaction. Francis 
Parker Yockey has told us that: ‘‘History is 
masculine,’’ that ‘‘its stern demands cannot 
be evaded’’ and that ‘‘the fundamental 
realities cannot be renounced.’’ 

Liberalism is in essence an evasion of 
those stern demands and a renunciation of 
those fundamental realities. It is wholly 
incapable of sternness of any kind in pursuit 
of long-range national goals and imperatives 
— probably because its mental compass 
cannot in the first place even take in an 
understanding of those goals and 
imperatives. The liberal is pleased to enjoy 
the comforts and amusements provided by a 
high civilisation — that enjoyment is among 
liberalism’s ‘rights’ — but he is never for a 
second conscious of any thought that that 
civilisation that has made his enjoyment 
possible has arisen because people before 
him have recognised greater things than 
‘rights’, that they have planned and built for 
the future: the future that is his present. 
Correspondingly, he is certain not to be 
concious of any obligation to plan and build 
for posterity as part of his debt to the past. 
Too many demands imposed by that 
planning and building will be seen as 
violations of the ‘rights’ which to him are 
sacrosanct. Moreover, these ‘rights’ are 


essentially those of the individual, never the . 


nation or the race. That it is the nation and 
the race that make the individual what he is, 
and give him most of what he has, is beyond 
liberal comprehension. 


THE TRUE IMPERATIVES 


Racial nationalists see things from a 
completely opposite viewpoint. They think 
historically and their obligation is to 
posterity and destiny. They neither despise 
the individual nor lack concern for his 
welfare, but they recognise imperatives 
which, in the last analysis, transcend the 
individual, his happiness, his comfort and 
his ‘rights’. The ultimate ‘right’ is the right 
of the nation to survive and not to go under 
— for it is upon the assertion of that right 
that the welfare of countless millions of 
individuals in the future depends. 

To nationalists in Britain the imperative 
that overrides all is that of nurturing the 


heritage of culture and civilisation which our 
ancestors have struggled and sacrificed over 
centuries to build, preserve and hand down 
to us, so that we miay hand on this same 
heritage — if possible strengthened but at the 
very least maintained — to succeeding 
generations. This being so, it is our duty to 
recognise the seed by which the heritage for 
which we are responsible has been created, 
and to ensure that this seed is not destroyed. 
The seed may contain a number of ingred- 
ients — culture, language, tradition, law, 
customs, institutions, soil, territory, 
economic resources — but before all else it 
derives from the people from whom we 
spring. In other words, it is racial. 

To seek to preserve this racial heritage — 
in the first place a unique blend of the 
strongest and most intelligent, inventive and 
creative north-western European stocks, 
slightly diverse in their Celtic, Saxon, Norse 
and Norman variations but overall belonging 
to the same racial family — ig no greater 
crime than the determination of a farmer to 
preserve the breeds of sheep, cattle or 
poultry upon which the quality and type of 
his stock depends. Because that farmer will 
recognise no greater imperative than this 
preservation it does not mean that he ‘hates’ 
other types of stock or wishes to harm them. 
Because we recognise no greater imperative 
than the preservation of the people which 
created Britain’s greatness it does not mean 
that we ‘hate’ other peoples or wish to harm 
them. 


NO MONOPOLY OF 
HUMANITARIANISM 


Contrary to the liberal’s monumentally 
conceited picture of himself as the 
monopolist of all kind, charitable and 
humanitarian impulses and sentiments, 
nationalists wish no more than he does to 
inflict suffering on Blacks, Asians or other 
non-European racial groups. 

I sometimes become acutely conscious of 
this when watching TV reports showing 
walking skeletons of small children in 
whatever part of darkest Africa is currently 
in the news for disease and famine. One 
knows that these pictures are intended to 
provoke strong emotions, but that does not 
prevent them doing so. No-one with the 
slightest grain of humanity can fail to be 
horrified at the sight. 

But the big difference between ourselves 
and bleeding-heart liberals is that we do not 
allow our emotions to place our powers of 
reason in suspension. Confronted with 
situations — actual or merely potential — of 
human misery and suffering, we are obliged 
always to remain rational and not lose our 
heads. The disasters now manifest in Africa 
— disasters that derive essentially from the 
decolonisation policy that liberals themselves 
set in motion in the aftermath of World War 
II — must be viewed with this attitude. Do 
we make things better or worse by joining in 
the rush to send relief to these catastrophe- 
hit regions? That question is the one that 
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HAVE WE THE WILL TO SURVIVE? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


must be asked. And it must be asked with a 
mind not only to long-term considerations 
but also considerations of our own interest 
— which must always prevail in matters of 
higher policy. 

Exactly the same criteria must apply to 
the question of race in Britain and to the 
option of repatriation that is part of that 
question. Many people — perhaps millions 
— who will agree with us that the decision 
to make this country multi-racial was a 
wrong one will stop short of approving a 
policy of full-scale repatriation of the ethnic 
minorities because they are persuaded that 
the hardship caused those minorities in the 
process would be immoral and therefore too 
high a price to pay. When the point is 
illustrated by postulating exemplary images 
of individual families or children thus 
affected, the inclination to disapprove will 
be that much the greater. 

For the purpose of this argument we may 
leave aside the question of whether there 
would be any such hardship for the majority, 
for that is not what is at issue here. Instead 
we should take the liberals on on their own 
ground by admitting that hardship would 
indeed be caused to at least some of the 
people concerned. It is here that cool reason 
and a sense of proportion are essential to the 
issue. 


A QUESTION OF SURVIVAL 


We are dealing here with the survival of 
Britain as a nation — that is to say as a 
nation in the sense that was described 


earlier: a nation with the identity, capab- 
ility, character and civilisation that have seen 
us through centuries of progress and success 
and put our stamp upon the world — not a 
nation of mere formal existence by way of a 
government, flag, language and border 
controls such as we share with a hundred or 
more pitiful banana republics. British 
people, if asked (which they never have 
been), would in the vast majority affirm that 
they do want the nation of Shakespeare and 
Milton, Nelson and Wellington, Newton, 
Cockerill and Logie Baird, to survive. 

But if this be the case those people must 
be prepared to pay the price necessary for 
survival, the price involved in making hard 
and tough decisions from which some people 
will suffer, which will in many quarters be 
unpopular and which undoubtedly will 
involve upheaval on a great scale. This is 
the test whereby nations prove their fitness 
to exist in an inclement world. It is the test 
which, at political level, separates real 
leadership from mere opportunism, con- 
formism and the seeking after the easy 
option. 

A people that is not prepared to inflict 
some hardship on one generation of alien 
pedigree in order to safeguard the future of 
limitless generations of its own does not earn 
any credits for being ‘caring’, ‘humane’, 
‘kind’, ‘decent’ and ‘generous’. It is a 
people that has simply become decadent and 
will disaapear from history just as surely as 
the dinosaurs did. 

This is not an option between suffering 
and absence of suffering; it is one of which 
involves the greater suffering, and of 
whether the suffering is to be ours or 
someone else’s. 


It is not ‘cruel’ or ‘callous’ to be prepared 
to inflict some suffering on those who do not 
belong to one’s own people in order to spare 
suffering to those who do belong to one’s 
own people. Nations do this in wartime with 
regularity across history. Did British liberals 
deplore the bombing of German civilian 
areas in World War II? I do not recall that 
they did. 

This is the issue that is at stake when 
someone raises the question of how this or 
that individual member of an ethnic minority 


_ will be affected by forced repatriation. The 


basic truth is that the decisions we will be 
called upon to make do not concern one 
single individual; they concern vast numbers 
of individuals who together make up a 
collective whole. To shirk such a decision in 
the case of one individual will make a 
nonsense of it in the cases of all the others. 

I myself have faith that when the time 
comes for Britain to grapple with this vital 
question of removing that element in her 
population which jeopardises her survival as 
a nation she will do so by methods which 
will combine the greatest possible moder- 
ation and humanity with the least possible 
hardship and suffering. If this takes more 
time and more expense, so be it. That is a 
price which I for one, as a ‘racist’, am 
prepared to pay for the maintenance of 
decent British standards. 

A price that I am not prepared to pay, and 
which I know others in our movement are 
not prepared to pay, is the price of handing 
down to unborn generations a country that is 
part European, part Asian and part Negro — 
all for the fear of grasping a nettle now that 
assuredly will grow larger, and sting more, 
the longer it is left alone. 


THE RACKET THEY CALL 
MODERN ‘ART’ 


shows how trash makes fortunes 


JAMES MOTTRAM 


THE description ‘Modern Art’ is a 
misnomer twice over since it applies only 
to the visual arts, excluding all other 
forms of artistic expression; and if art is 
the pursuit of beauty or the creation of 
what is aesthetically pleasing, then 
modern art fails lamentably to qualify for 
this description. It is perhaps best 
described as the effluent of diseased and 
perverted minds; a species of trash which 
is at best a childishly incompetent attempt 
to convey some sort of meaning in visual 
terms, and at worst something so 
repulsively ugly and disgusting as to 
deserve prosecution under the law of 
obscenity. 

Whilst, however, modern art is entirely 
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without value as art, it does serve a purpose. 
It is, in fact, the stock in trade of a well- 
organised criminal fraternity operating above 
and beyond the law. The association 
between art and crime is, of course, as old 
as civilisation, beginning with the plunder of 
burial places, which in turn leads to the 
manufacture of forgeries; but it has not been 
until well into the Twentieth Century that 
scientific crime has been centred in the more 
prestigious galleries and auction rooms of 
the European capitals. Where the so-called 
‘masterpieces’ of modern art are 
preposterously described as ‘investments’ 
certain to increase in value and purchased by 
such connoisseurs as trade union bosses or, 
if sufficiently hyped up in value, bought 


with laundered money and becoming thereby 
the currency of the underworld, less likely 
to be devalued than that of governments. 
As with all professional swindles, it is 
necessary above all for those engaged in 
such operations to establish a respectable 
front. The famous galleries, auction houses 
and museums have had more than a century 
in which to provide the necessary cover. 
Auctioneers are the brokers between national 
galleries; they handle the sale of genuine 
works of art representative of all periods in 
the history of art and they have a monopoly 
of all such sales. Few activities would seem 
to be more scholarly, more responsible, 
more socially desirable and more distant 
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from the world of the criminal. It is not 
until we examine the character, the 
background and the qualifications of those 
responsible for these transactions that we 
feel cause for concern. 


THE EXPERTS 


Entry into the art market is frequently 
either by benefit of nepotism or through 
membership of a homosexual coterie. A 
handsome young man may be trained as an 
art ‘expert’ in a fortnight and subsequently 
employed in that capacity. He will be 
required to specialise in a given period in 
the history of art — Victorian painting 
perhaps — and advised to read one or two 
of the standard references. Thereafter his 
instructions are simple to follow. If a picture 
is delivered to the auction room for 
evaluation by its owner believing it to be a 
Tissot, our young man will assert that he 
specialises in the work of G.F. Watts. He 
will explain that his colleague, the expert on 
Tissot, is, unfortunately, not at that moment 
available, but he will assure his client that, 
if the picture is left with the auction room 
for a few days, his colleagues’ informed 
opinion will be forthcoming. Our newly 
qualified young man presented on another 
occasion with a picture believed by its 
owner to be by G.F. Watts will declare 
himself a specialist concerned exclusively 
with the work of Tissot! 

The tactic may be varied to suit almost 
any situation but the object of it, which 
remains always the same, is to get the 
painting into the hands of the boys in the 
back room. Whilst they are themselves as 
ignorant of art as their catamites, they have 
access to knowledgeable individuals who, in 
exchange perhaps for a bottle of whisky can 
give an intuitively reliable opinion as to 
whether a picture is or is not by the artist to 
whom it is attributed. If the painting is of 
quality, then genuine or otherwise, it will be 
described in the sale catalogue as being ‘in 
the manner of’ the artist in question and 
‘bought in’ by the auction room, that is to 
say purchased by one of its own nominees. 
A long time later the ‘experts’ will decide 
that it is, after all, unquestionably authentic 
and then, with provenance sanctioned by the 
auctioneers, it will be sold for one hundred 
times the price paid for it. 

It is by association with paintings of 
quality, some of them landmarks in the 
history of art, that auction houses throughout 
Europe establish their enormous prestige. 
However, the works of artists whose names 
are known to every educated man or woman 
have long been in the permanent possession 
of museums and art galleries. To maintain 
profit margins it has, therefore, been 
necessary for art dealers to trade in 
merchandise of a very different kind which 
we may identify as modern art. 


HOW ‘VALUE’ IS BOOSTED 


It has always been true of anything 
saleable that it has value in proportion as it 
is both rare or unique. The works of a 
painter who was insane whilst alive and who 
is now dead are examples of just such 


DEGENERATE DAUBING 
Picasso’s Les Demoiselles d’Avignon. This garbage can fetch colossal prices in today’s 
rigged ‘art’ market. 
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material. It is characteristic of the madman 
that he sees everything by means of his 
distorted vision and inhabits a world of 
visual fantasy which is unique evidence of 
his lunacy: his entire output may be 
clinically documented and with his death one 
may say, gratefully, that there. is an end of 
it. If, when alive, his name was associated 
with scandal or outrageous behaviour his 
career may be sensationalised and made the 
subject of innumerable subsidised 
biographies: his works will be reproduced in 
millions of publications and art critics will 
be bribed into writing eulogies until the 
work in question becomes an icon of the 
Twentieth Century and the money invested 
in such reputations by the Art Mafia will be 
more than justified. 

A mad Vincent Van Gogh converts 
everything he sees into an ugly mess of 
worm-like undulations such that any part of 
the picture rendered into black and white 
resembles a can of fishermans’ bait. The 
ravings of the melancholy Gaugin are 
rendered into endless muddy representations 
of fat Samoan females; the sodden 
Modigliani paints a pale white sausage with 
raisins for eyes and a crimson gash for a 
mouth to indicate which end of his subject is 


supposed to be the head, whilst Picasso, the 
master of the ultimate in ugliness and 
absurdity, offers Guernica as evidence of his 
talent — a mural such as might be painted 
by art students anywhere they may be given 
a weekend in which to decorate the blank- 
end wall of a row of derelict terraced 
houses. What such madmen have in common 
is individuality manifest as pictorial evidence 
of their grotesquely distorted vision in much 
the same way as the simple-minded, for 
different reasons, reveal their unique gifts 
with mindless monotony; like Henry Moore 
devoting an entire life to making holes in 
rocks or an endearing L.S. Lowery with his 
pathetic and moronic march of match-stick 
figures through embarrassingly childish 
industrial landscapes. 

Such is the pathetic. incompetence 
displayed in works of modern art that they 
offer to the art racketeers an open invitation 
to commission forgeries. No talent of any 
kind is required to imitate such rubbish and 
the extent of this industry is such that the 
role of the forger has had to be redefined. 
When the Dutch artist Van Meegeren was 
imprisoned in 1945 for collaborating with 
leading Nazis to whom he had sold Dutch 


Contd. overleaf 


Page nine 


THE RACKET THEY CALL 


MODERN ‘ART’ 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


old masters’ paintings, he insisted that he 
had in fact painted the alleged old masters 
himself. In his own defence, he confessed to 
having deceived the art experts over a period 
of many years by producing forgeries, and 
in particular, fake Vermeers, all of which 
paintings had been accepted as genuine. His 
claims were, of course, ridiculed by the art 
establishment, convinced that the pictures 
were evidence of a quality of genius no 
mere forger could possess. Van Meegeren 
routed his critics and humiliated the entire 
fraternity of art ‘experts’ by painting in 
prison a ‘Vermeer’ as good as any he had 
sold. As to his own genius, he could not 
only project himself into the mind of 
Vermeer and paint-in the style of Vermeer 
pictures superior to those of the master 
himself but he was familiar also with the 
advanced chemistry required to age pigments 
and canvasses such as to make them 
indistinguishable from works dating from the 
Seventeenth Century. 

Such is the danger of a Van Meegeren to 
the Art Mafia that his paintings are hidden 
away in Amsterdam and the public are 
denied access to any of them. By contrast, 
the man who forges the work of a decadent 
artist requires no skill of any kind. He 
produces rubbish indistinguishable from the 
so-called art he imitates and so becomes a 
celebrity in his own right, his work 
sometimes selling for a higher price than is 
paid for work by the charlatan he has 
copied. 


TYPICAL ‘CON’ 

In Colin Simpsons’ biographical study 
The Partnership, the partners are Bernard 
Berenson and Joseph Duveen, later Lord 
Duveen of Millbank. Until his death in 
1959, Berenson was acclaimed the worlds’ 
foremost authority on Italian Renaissance 
painting and Duveen was perhaps ‘‘The 
most successful art dealer of all time.”’ 
Berenson supplied the provenance of a 
painting and Duveen found the customer for 
it. Both men knew the work to be a forgery. 

Duveen ‘‘bribed, swindled and smuggled 
and, despite conviction for a massive fraud, 
became enormously rich,’’ because “‘He 
realised that Europe had a lot of art and 
America a lot of money.’’ In the America of 
today there are armies of men and women, 
many of them below average intelligence 
and yet still in possession of enormous sums 
of inherited money. It is said in some areas 
of New York almost every apartment will 
have a ‘Picasso’ hanging on the wall within 
a yard of the front door. The proud 
possessor of such trash may well have paid 
for it as much as might be paid for a 
genuine Picasso. To tell the owner of such 
rubbish that these products are the work of 
a Taiwanese teenager working for meals 
would be both cruel and a waste of breath. 
After all, the picture came from a reputable 
gallery! 

At the turn of the century in Paris, those 
artists now considered the high priest hood 
of modern art were correctly identified as 
incompetents, charlatans and madmen, and 
their attempts at painting were dismissed as 
worthless. It is in consequence of a 
conspiracy to poison public taste that the 
work of such a fraternity, together with 
anything described as ‘ethnic’ art in the 


form of a voodoo mask or Aborigines’ 
monochrome daubs, may be offered for sale 
and purchased sometimes with tax payers 
money. It may be argued, of course, that 
swindlers have always found ways of 
relieving fools of their money and that there 
is no great harm in such activities. In the 
present context however, the consequences 
of such a trade are appalling in that the 
work of genuinely talented artists is 
neglected and despised as ‘merely 
representative.’ The infection also spreads to 
other art forms, as when at poetry festivals, 
modern ‘poets’ mouth gibberish at each 
other, as when plays become 
incomprehensible and the merit in a novel is 
measured in terms of the vast sums of 
money involved in advertising _ its 
publication. 

In London, in 1987, in what is arguably 
the most famous auction house in the world, 
the work of art offered for sale was the 
artists’ excrement. It was purchased by a 
Milanese lady for a sum just short of 
£7,000. The actual bowel movement was 
performed in 1961 by the Italian 
‘conceptualist’ Piero Manzoni and given the 
title Merde d’ Artiste. Since its production, 
it has been carefully preserved, presented in 
a tin can and much admired. As is so often 
the case with those who purchase art 
produced by the perverted or the insane, the 
lady from Milan was paying not for art but 
for notoriety. In the circumstances, it is 
perhaps regrettable that, following upon the 
sale at which she made her purchase, no 
individuals were prosecuted for performing 
an act of indecency in a public place, for in 
that event, the artists’ excrement may well 
have increased significantly in value! 


THE SHADWELL BY-ELECTION 


An analysis, by TONY LECOMBER 


SHADWELL WARD Tower Hamlets, 
possibly the most deprived inner-city ward 
in the country and two-thirds Asian, 
covering the west shoulder of the 
distinctive Thames loop just next to the 
Isle of Dogs. This was the unlikely place 
on September 15th for the first BNP- 
contested council by-election since May, 
caused by the death of a sitting Labour 
councillor. 

It was unlikely because with so many 
Bangladeshis in the area, this was a seat that 
we knew we couldn’t win. Nevertheless, a 
look at the electoral register revealed an 
obvious non-white ie. Asian electorate (as 
opposed to total population) of one third. 
That, together with the best estimate for 
other non-whites, put the total non-white 
electorate up to 40% which, while bad, was 
not as great as first thought. That, and the 
feeling that Tower Hamlets BNP didn’t want 


Page ten 


Shadwell Council elections, May 1994 


Party name 


Labour party 
Liberal Democrat 
Conservative 

Ind Labour 
Green party 


to be seen as having not shown for the first 
electoral contest since May decided the 
issue. 


VERDICT — FAIR 


A low key BNP campaign saw party 
candidate Gordon Callow poll 305 votes or 
12% % to come a narrow third, although this 
represented 20%, or one in five, of the 
white vote. Taken in isolation, this result is 
reasonable, coming just 12 votes behind the 


(Three seats contested) 


1870; 1652; 1635 
889; 776; 730 
361; 294; 293 


Average %Share 
1719 
798 
316 
573 
261 


55.3% 
25.7% 
10.2% 
6.0% 
2.8% 


573 
261 


second-placed Liberal, even if at 12%% our 
percentage poll is just half that of our 24% 
East End average obtained in May. Set 
against this though is the fact that the 24% 
average was obtained in our best wards and 
Shadwell wasn’t one of them! Local London 
TV and radio programmes acknowledged 
that we were not expected to do particularly 

well. 
So much for the by-election in isolation. 
Contd. on next page 
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Shadwell by-election, September °94 
(One seat vacant) (|%Share 


It is only when comparison is made with the 
Shadwell election results in May that a much 
better picture emerges. In May, all three 
seats were up for grabs in this solid Labour 
ward and Labour won all three easily, with 
an average 1719 votes or 55.3% of the poll. 
Comparing the May council elections in 
Shadwell with the by-election four months 
later, two things stand out in the by-election. 
Firstly, the Labour vote held rock-solid, 
even in fact enjoying a modest increase on 


OBITUARY 


their May average. Yet this modest increase 
worked out to a hefty 16.7% jump in their 
share of the vote, brought about by the 
collapse of the Tory and Liberal votes. 


TORY/LIBERAL VOTE COLLAPSE 


Which brings us to the second point and 
that is the collapse of both the Liberal and 
Tory votes. The Tory vote collapsed to less 
than one quarter of their May average 
while, more importantly, the stronger 
Liberal vote collapsed to less than half of 
their May average. 

The BNP polled more than four times the 
Tory vote and come just 12 votes short of 
the second-placed Liberal candidate — all in 
conjunction with the collapse of the Liberal 
vote. There seems to be increasing evidence 
that the BNP has almost become the second 
party of the East End; and indeed, following 
the BNPs’ strong showing in an un- 


Farewell to a 
brave crusader 


NOEL A. HUNT (1916-1994) 


Last month we heard with great regret of 
the death of Noel Hunt, a prolific writer on 
topics of interest to nationalists. Mr. Hunt 
was 78. 

Noel Allison Hunt was born in Margate, 
Kent, in 1916. In 1921 he was taken to 
Rhodesia by his parents, and lived in that 
country until he and his fellow Whites were 
betrayed by the British Government in its 
handover to the communist gangster rule of 
Robert Mugabe in the early 1980s. He then 
returned to the country of his birth to live in 
Hampshire and later in Surrey. 

He joined the Native Affairs Department 
in Rhodesia in 1934 as a junior clerk. At the 
outbreak of war in 1939, he defied the 
ruling which prevented the Department’s 
staff enlisting in the armed forces and took 
‘French leave’ to join up, and he later 
successfully avoided all efforts to recall him. 
He served in the 60th Rifles and was then 
commissioned into the Northern Rhodesian 
Regiment. From there he was seconded to 
Italian Somaliland in the military adminis- 
tration. It was in Mogadishu that he married 
his (white) wife Winsome. From. this 
marriage there are two daughters and two 
grandchildren. 

On Noel Hunt’s return to Rhodesia and 
the Native Department in 1945, he served in 
most areas of the country as senior clerk 
and, through promotions, as Provisional 
Commissioner of Fort Victoria Province and 
Head Office, Salisbury. 

At the time of his retirement in 1975 he 
was Deputy Secretary at the Ministry of 
Internal Affairs. His intimate knowledge of 
African law and customs was unparalleled in 


the country in his time, as was his reputation 
as a linguist. He spoke Shona, Ndebele, 
Swahili and Italian, amongst others. This 
combination of his knowledge of the African 
and his language was a valuable asset in his 
position as a member of the Special Courts. 

Noel Hunt was an uncompromising 
believer in the necessity for maintaining 
white control over Rhodesia, though 
throughout his working life he did more of 
practical value for the Africans than a 
hundred multi-racialists and advocates of 
‘majority rule’. He was a prominent member 
of Ian Smith’s Rhodesian Front until he 
realised that his party leader was bent on an 
eventual sell-out of the Whites. He then 
partook with another white leader Len 
Idensohn in the formation of the Rhodesian 
Conservative Alliance. He persisted in trying 
to awaken his fellow Rhodesians to the 
danger that threatened them until the 
moment of white surrender, after which he 
finally left the country and came back to 
settle in Britain. 

In retirement in this country Noel Hunt 
busied himself writing articles which were 
printed in a number of publications around 
the English-speaking world, particularly in 
Britain and English-speaking South Africa. 
Politically he probably stood somewhere in 
the camp of small ‘c’ conservatism, though 
he had complete contempt for Britain’s Tory 
Party. He regularly sent Spearhead the 
products of his pen, and sometimes the 
supply was so prolific that we had more 
articles on file than we had the space to 
print. We did not always agree in every 
single detail with what Noel Hunt wrote but 
we always respected his lively and indep- 


favourable ward never previously fought, the 
BBC announced that the party has now 
become the effective opposition to Labour in 
Tower Hamlets. 


BNP CAN WIN 


More importantly, the implications for 
the BNP are that given a by-election in a 
more favourable ward, there is every 
indication that we can win — the BNP 
benefitting from the Liberal/Tory decline, 
even if the Liberal vote is a little firmer 
elsewhere, since May was the very first time 
the Liberals had contested Shadwell. The fly 
in the ointment, of course, is the big 72% 
Labour vote. In a more favourable ward 
however, fewer non-whites will definitely 
mean fewer votes for Labour. In a nutshell 
then, given these voting patterns, there is 
every reason to suppose that in a better 
ward, we can win another by-election. 


NOEL A. HUNT 
Never gave up the good fight 


endent mind and his strength of conviction. 
I met him on one occasion back in the 1980s 
and found him a formidable, no-nonsense 
character, powerful physically as well as in 
other ways — a true representative of the 
Bulldog Breed much eulogised but, sadly in 
our days, too seldom personified. 

Noel Hunt was still sending us articles 
right up to his final breath. We have a few 
of them on file right now, and we shall 
endeavour to publish them as space permits. 
It would be an appropriate tribute to a man 
who never gave up the fight on behalf of his 
race, both in his native country and overseas 
where so many of its seeds have been 
planted. 

Our sympathies go out to all his family in 
their hour of loss. By all of us Noel Hunt 
will be sadly missed. 

JOHN TYNDALL 
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AS OTHERS SEE US 


A look at Britain from Stateside, by N.B. 


This article was first published under the 
title ‘How the Mighty are Fallen’ in 
Instauration,. obtainable from Box 76, Cape 
Canaveral, Florida 32920, U.S.A. Certain 
passages have been deleted because they 
refer unflatteringly to a certain ethnic 
minority — a criminal offence under British 
laws though not yet so in the U.S. 


ONE HUNDRED years ago the British 
Empire stood at its zenith. The imperial 
red covered one-quarter or the earth’s 
surface. The sea lanes of the world flowed 
in peace under British guns. No king, 
dictator or pirate dared defy for long the 
British lion. A Brit could walk from one 
end of the earth to the other, secure in 
the knowledge that no hand would be 
raised against him. Thanks largely to the 
Pax Britannica the world was making 
tremendous strides in economic growth. 
Fifty years ago the British Empire was 
shopworn, ragged along the edges and 
facing economic catastrophe as WWII 
followed quickly in the bloody footsteps of 
* WWI. Still the army and navy of the Empire 
remained a significant force. His Majesty’s 
writ still extended across a huge area of the 
globe. True, the U.S. had clearly assumed 
first rank in world power, but Great Britain 
retained a large measure dignity and 
prestige. No major decision affecting the 
world could be taken without consulting the 
British. A lion grown old and weary, Great 
Britain was still a lion. 
Today it seems almost a desecration to 
put ‘Great’ in front of Britain. In the busy 


WELLINGTON 
Where is his like among the leaders of 
Britain today? 


Page twelve 


streets of the world, the United Kingdom 
can be likened to a derelict cousin pulled out 
of the ditch once too often. Family ties and 
warm memories of better times cannot be 
denied, but this is scant comfort when you 
see a Close relative lying in the gutter. What 
in God’s name has happened? 

There are as many explanations for the 
fall of the British Empire as there were for 
the fall of Rome. People, fascinated by such 
a great historic tragedy, want to know how 
an Empire once so strong could fall so far 
so fast. What supports have given way, what 
columns and walls crumbled? 

A serious study of the decline of Britain 
will show that the progressive degeneration 
of the British ruling class was directly linked 
to the destruction of the British national will. 

By the time of the Boer War the British 
press was in large part under the thumb of 
the Jews. This war was one of the most 
disgraceful in British history and began the 
Empires’ moral ruin. Physical ruin was not 
far behind. Like a young man in the prime 
of life who begins a round of saloons, 
houses of ill repute and gambling dens, the 
healthy flesh of the Empire was soon to be 
consumed. It was no surprise that the Boer 
Was fought largely on behalf of Jewish 
financial interests. Read The Boer War by 
Pakenham, if you want the gory details. 

Behold modern England! Her cities 
swarm with multitudes of blacks, browns 
and yellows. London more closely resembles 
Bombay than the onetime capital of the 
world. The third generation of unemployed 
Britons is now wasting away — a vast army 
of angry, bitter, cynical, violent men, the 
waste products of a society that has almost 
ceased to function. 

Contemporary British politicians are 
exposed as queers, perverts and thieves. 
Even members of the Royal Family are 
shown to be a gaggle of money-grubbing, 
tawdry white trash. Military power, except 
for some nukes, has declined to the 
vanishing point. British industry cannot or 
will not compete. 

What has become of the England of Sir 
Richard Grenville? In 1591 he defied an 


FORREST 


entire Spanish fleet in The Revenge. His ship 
shot away almost to the water-line, Grenville 
fought on. Could such a man be found 
today? In Scotland, where will we find a 
Robert the Bruce? Where is today’s Francis 
Drake, Lord Nelson, Duke of Wellington, 
King Alfred, Queen Elizabeth I and 
Shakespeare? In place of these great historic 
figures, modern Britain can only offer John 
Major. 

Before we Yanks (how I hate that word) 
become too smug, let us look deeply into 
our own situation. We are perhaps 50 years 
behind the British, seemingly on the verge 
of victory and glory, actually on the verge 
of national disaster. A nation, my friends, is 
nothing but its people. If the people are 
corrupted, nothing can save the nation 
except burning out the putrid flesh with a 
hot iron. 

Meanwhile, look at our mother country 
and weep. Weep for her, and weep for 
America. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST - 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 
in support of the British National Party, 
normally on a monthly basis. Sample 
copies will be sent on receipt of 49p 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 
issues is £6.15 (British Isles) or 
£10.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk 
rates are as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 + 
25 copies £6.60 + £3.25 pst 
50 copies £12.00 + £4.25 post 
100 copies £21.00 + £4.80 post 
a 
+ 
a 
ob 


98p post 


150 copies £30.00 £5.50 post 
200 copies £36.00 £6.50 post 
300 copies £50.40- + £8.10 post 
400 copies £66.00 £8.10 post 
500 copies £78.00 by Roadline 


Cheques/posta! orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate froom other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 


SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover production 
and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations from our 
supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in these 
columns, we have found it impossible to induce wholesale distributers to 


handle our magazine. It is therefore not to be found on sale in high street 
newsagents or bookshops. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
Please note that receipts are not normally sent for donations of less than 
£10 unless specifically requested, in which case an SAE would be apprec- 
iated. 


THE COUNTERING OF STATE- 
SPONSORED INTIMIDATION 


Nationalists should not be reluctant to use organisations to 
which they are opposed in order to defend their rights, says 
MATTHEW ARMITAGE 


BRITISH NATIONALISTS have always 
had their fair share of harassment and 
intimidation over the years, as events last 
year at Brick Lane indicated. Although a 
good solicitor can be employed (at a cost) 
to answer such charges, there are a 
number of organisations which could be 
called on to advise in the event of a 
Special Branch raid or an arrest in 
dubious circumstances. The left in this 
country have become extremely adept at 
making a mockery of the law and have 
written a great deal on the art of doing 
so. 

If you’re the victim of a police raid, 
always ask for evidence of identity and a 
search warrant and check with the local 
police if in doubt before allowing them to 
enter your premises. Demand the names of 
all those in the operation so you know who 
you can contact later, if necessary. If they 
remove any literature or other property you 
should be given a receipt for it. 

Some years ago a well known nationalist 
author was visited by a squad of plain 
clothes ‘police’ and allowed them to remove 
certain literature from his home. Later he 
became suspicious and learned that the 
raiders were crooks hired by some alien 
group to purloin his writings. 

One useful source of information and 
advice on any legal matter is your local 
Citizens Advice Bureau, which offers a free, 
confidential and impartial service. they're 
listed in the telephone directory but an 
appointment is usually necessary to see 
them. 


LIBERTY 


Then we have the National Council for 
Civil Liberties, now known simply as 
Liberty. Its address is:- 

Liberty 

21 Tabard Street, 

London SEI 4LA. 

Telephone 071 403 3888 
The aims of Liberty are:- 

1) To freedom and safety from personal 
harm. 

2) To protection from ill-treatment that is 
inhuman and degrading. 

3) To equality before the law and to freedom 
from discrimination on such grounds as 
disability, political or other opinion, race, 
religion, sex, or sexual orientation. 

4) To protection from arbitrary arrest and 
unnecessary detention, the right to a fair, 
speedy and public trial, to be presumed 
innocent until proved guilty and to legal 


advice and representation. 

5) To a fair hearing before any authority 
exercising power over the individual. 

6) To freedom of thought, conscience and 
belief. 

7) To freedom of speech and publication. 
8) To freedom of peaceful assembly and 
association. 

9) To move freely within ones’ country of 
residence and to leave and enter it without 
hindrance. 

10) To privacy and the right of access to 
official information. 

These are commendable sentiments with 
which we can find little to quarrel. 
Unfortunately, Libertys’ publications are 
obsessed with the rights of immigrants, 
homosexuals and IRA terrorists. It accepts 
restrictions being placed on ‘racist’ and 
nationalist organisations. It also says: ‘“We 
aim to secure equal rights and liberties for 
everyone — individuals and groups (in so 
far as they do not infringe the rights and 
liberties of others)’’ though it’s not clear 
which organisations they have in mind here. 


IAN DELL 
Fighting for reinstatement in his job with 
Greenwich council. He was sacked for 
being a BNP activist. 


Despite this, they do mention in one of 
their publications of a caretaker in 
Greenwich being suspended from his job 
because he was a member of the BNP. 

As one other item of interest, it seems 
that certain banks make a note of the 
political activities of their customers to get 
a fuller picture of them. Nat West and 
Midland admit doing this. Liberty then, may 
be worth contacting following police 
harassment or discrimination at work 
resulting from political beliefs. 


AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL 


Amnesty International is another 
organisation to be borne in mind, especially 
in the event of anyone being gaoled. It 
describes itself as ‘‘A worldwide human 
rights movement which is independent of 
any government, political faction, ideology, 
economic interest or religious creed.”’ 

Its objectives are:- 

@ To seek the release of prisoners of 


conscience — those imprisoned for their 
beliefs, colour, sex. ethnic origin, language 
or religion — who have not used or 


advocated the use of violence. 

@ To work for fair and prompt trials for all 
political prisoners. 

@ To oppose the death penalty, torture and 
other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment 
or punishment of all prisoners. 

@ To end extra-judicial execution and 
‘disappearances. ’ 

Some of these objectives might be at 
variance with BNP policy — the reference to 
the death penalty, for example — but this is 
no reason for Amnesty International to 
refuse any BNP member its support. 

In an information pack on Amnesty 
International’s activities in the UK there are 
a number of reports listed. The vast majority 
of these — 16 out of 23 — concern 
Amnestys’ investigations into allegations of 
the British governments’ killing and ill 
treatment of IRA terrorists. 

This seems to contradict their statement 
that their concern is for ‘‘prisoners of 
conscience... who have not used or 
advocated the use of violence.”’ 

There’s nothing in Amnestys’ objectives 
which specifically states that it will not 
support nationalist ‘prisoners of conscience’, 
so there’s no reason why its advice shouldn’t 
be sought on the event of any patriot being 
gaoled. It should surely be only too pleased 
to help! Its address is:- 


Contd. overleaf 
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THE COUNTERING OF STATE 


SPONSORED INTIMIDATION 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


Amnesty International, 
British Section, 

99 - 119 Rosebery Avenue, 
London ECIR 4RE. 
Telephone 071 814 6200 


TELEPHONE HARASSMENT 
In the video of the 1993 BNP Annual 


Conference one of the speakers, David 
Bruce, mentioned he’d been having 
problems with mysterious telephone calls. 
Anyone who is subjected to this kind of 
harassment can ’phone British Telecom, who 
should be able to trace the caller so that he 
or she could be prosecuted. The number to 
call is 0800 666 700. It’s probably advisable 
not to mention ones’ political interests unless 
forced to do so, otherwise they might forget 
to respond to your request. It might be 
useful in deterring any Special Branch 


telephone-tapping as well. 

Some years ago a certain Nationalist 
group advertised itself in the telephone 
directory, an official allowing his number to 
be used for that purpose. One evening a 
woman ‘phoned asking for information so 
the organiser took down her name, address 
and ‘phone number and promised to send 
her some literature. A few minutes later she 
rang him again. 

‘“Did you pass my number on to anyone 

else?’’ she asked. 

*‘No.”’ 

‘“Well, shortly after I put the receiver 
down the ’phone rang and a voice said 
‘So you’re interested in the National 
Front, are you?’ 

“Yes.” 

“Well you just watch it!’ ”’ 

This meant that either some lefty had by 
an amazing coincidence a crossed line when 
she was making her call or, more likely, it 
was a bored Special Branch bully boy 
having a bit of fun. 


Intimidation and harassment of this sort 
has always been with us but if we show the 
government-inspired opposition that they’ll 
have to fight us every inch of the way — 
like the IRA does — it will eventually result 
in a realisation that such policies will lead 
them nowhere. It is alleged that the reason 
why the government refuses to take a 
stronger line against the IRA is because the 
latter has such a good team of smoothie 
solicitors working for it — not to mention 
Liberty and Amnesty International! Within a 
few years they might, hopefully, be treating 
British Nationalists similarly. 

By contacting Liberty or Amnesty, we’ll 
be putting these organisations on the spot. 
They cannot refuse giving their co-operation 
without exposing where their true 
sympathies lie and they’ll have to give some 
very convincing reason why they refuse to 
support British Nationalists when they do 
overtly support Irish Nationalist terrorists. 

We’ve nothing to lose ourselves and 
much to gain. 


Political parties: the police speak 


On October 16th the News of the World 
ran a two-page report on the state of morale 
in Britain’s police forces. Not surprisingly, 
the finding of the report was that morale was 
very low indeed. 

The paper carried out a survey on police 
attitudes on a number of issues which 
directly affect conditions of policing. All 
those taking part in the survey were assured 
that their identities and answers would be 
kept in confidence. This led to answers 
being given that appalled the police top brass 
(chief constables, etc.), who had attempted 
earlier to sabotage the poll. 

The report began by saying: ‘‘Angry 
police officers have delivered a massive vote 
of no-confidence to their bosses and political 
masters.”” Among the findings were that 
policmen and women all over the country 
were fed up with ‘politically correct’ 
attitudes to law and order, ridiculously light 
sentences given out by courts and the lack of 
protection given them by their senior 
officers. They have little confidence in the 
Crown Prosecution Service and by a small 
majority, most now are in favour of the 
police being armed. 

What is clear from this survey is that a 
huge gap has opened up between the liberal 
‘Establishment’ (which includes the pollit- 
icians, the chattering classes and the very 
senior ranks of the police forces, whose 
appointments are all politically determined) 
and the ordinary British copper, whose 
attitudes on law-enforcement are tradition- 
alist and strongly ‘right-wing’. 

Most interesting of all in the survey, 
however, were the replies police officers 
gave to the question of which political party 
they thought best represented the interests of 
the police. These read as follows: Tories 20 
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per cent; Labour 19 per cent; Liberal 
Democrats 5 per cent; Others 32 percent! 
Just who these ‘others’ were the News of 
the World declined to say. However, since 
of the officers questioned only a minority 
would have been in Scotland, Wales and 
Northern Ireland, it is fair to say that only a 
small portion of the 32 per cent would have 


The price of Spearhead has stood at 70p 
for more than three years, despite the fact 
that all costs involved in its production have 
risen during that time. Recently we carried 
out a costing exercise as a result of which 
we were compelled to decide upon a rise in 
price. The only question to be resolved was 
that of what the new price should be. 

After much consideration, we have 
decided to raise the price of a single copy to 
£1.00 but at the same time to increase the 


number of pages from 20 to 24. The alter- 


native to this would have been to price the 
magazine at about 85p while keeping the 
number of pages the same as in the past. 

A comparison with other publications of 
the nationalist ‘underground’ confirms that at 
£1.00 for a 24-page magazine we will be 
giving better value than most. It is also 
noticeable that the anti-nationalist lie-sheet 
Searchlight, exactly the same size as the new 
Spearhead, sells at 50 per cent higher price! 

Consultation of some of our readers 
resulted in a consensus view that a ‘Round 
Pound’ and a bigger magazine would be the 
more popular choice of the two alternatives 
mentioned above. Nowadays we are never 
short of articles — in fact we receive many 
more than we have the space to print. Also 
we have now solved production problems 


Spearhead: dearer but bigger! 


cited the local ‘nationalist’ parties there. 
Who does this leave? The Monster Raving 
Loony Party? The Greens? Hardly likely! So 
who else could the officers have been talking 
about? Not.... God, no! 

Perhaps we now know why the police 
hierarchy were so anxious to stop the 
survey! 


which in the past would have prohibited a 
24-page magazine because of inadequacy of 
production time. 

At the new size of 24 pages, Spearhead 
will be more interesting to the reader, 
contain a greater variety of news, views and 
features and reflect greater prestige on the 
political movement with which the magazine 
is associated. 

The new size and price will come into 
effect in the new year. This means that this 
and the next (December) issue will be the 
same size and price as in the past. 

We are giving readers notice of these 
changes now so that they may be ready to 
meet the new subscription rates. These will 
be published in full detail in the December 
issue. However, in order that readers may 
be aware of the most common rates, these 
will be: British Isles £16.25; Overseas 
surface mail £18.35; Overseas air mail 
USA/Canada/South Africa £25.60; Overseas 
Air Mail Australia/New Zealand £27.30. 

Readers with presently standing subscrip- 
tions will have those subscriptions honoured 
at the old rate. However, should any of 
these care to send donations to help offset 
the greater costs of a larger magazine 
pending their renewal time these will be 
gratefully received. 


AE ah LE LE TE Tchr ed ora 


RACE 
AND 
NATION 


The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
PO ‘Box 117 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: As the Labour marionettes, behind the 
veneer of ‘Bambi’ Blair, are being moved 
into position for government by their inter- 
national wirepullers, it is interesting to note 
what Labour-style ‘democracy’ means for 
Northern Ireland. 

Despite the province being an integral part 
of the United Kingdom, Labour denies 
membership of its party to every British 
citizen living there. In addition, it shows not 
the slightest interest in the problems of 
poverty and unemployment among loyalists. 

It is formulating an aggressive policy to 
‘persuade’ these British people to leave the 
UK, and it refuses them the right to make a 
democratic decision over their future. 

SCOTT ALASDAIR 
Carrickfergus, Co. Antrim 


SIR: A friend of mine sometimes sends me 
a copy of Spearhead, which I read with 
much interest. It shows me that at least there 
are some British people who have not gone 
bonkers. Spearhead is better than Vanguard, 
which is too anti-German to my taste and 
praises Winston Churchill, to whom you 
owe the loss of your Empire. Anti-German- 
ism is still alive and well in Britain, as I 
noticed by reading The Sun. If you had 
accepted Germany’s peace proposals in 1939 
and 1940 you would still ‘‘rule the waves’’ 
and have your Empire. You might also not 
have been flooded with aliens. 

Charles Lindburgh, who was a Swedish- 
American, said that if Britain and Germany 
ever came to grips with each other this 
would be a deadly blow to Europe. Look 
where we are now! 

JEAN-LOUIS PESTEIL 
Rodemack, France 


SIR: I was very interested to hear on today’s 
Radio Four news that the Jewish Board of 
Deputies was demanding that the Home 
Secretary prevent a satellite broadcast of a 
speech by the Black Nationalist Louis 
Farrakhan being heard in this country. 

The Deputies said that they had prevented 
Farrakham visiting Britain, and that this 
satellite speech was a way round the ban. 
Now they want even this suppressed. Their 
nerve exceeds all bounds! 

F. TANNER 
Bristol 


SIR: With reference to ‘What We Think’ in 


the September issue and the item headed 


‘Will they ever learn?’, this reminded me 
that until 1690 banking had never existed in 
England, all money transactions being 
effected by the handing over of coin. There 
is no evidence whatever that the country 
laboured under any economic disadvantage 
before that date. 

Furthermore, the practice of banking is 
based on one overwhelming evil: the banker, 
who is a dealer in and purveyor of money 
does not increase his wealth and power 
unless he can ‘sell’ his product. Money 
today is a product which cannot even be 
brought into existence unless someone can 
be persuaded to borrow it. Selling as much 
of his product as possible requires that the 
banker persuade as many people as possible 
to borrow, even when they do not need to 
do so. 

R. HEAD 
London N.7 


SIR: The recent handing over of White 
South Africa to black rule by President De 
Klerk, enthusiastically backed up by our 
own Government here in Britain, reminds 
me of the late Bertrand Russell’s aphorism: 
‘*There is no idea so inane that it cannot be 
made the popular creed of the great majority 
by suitable government action.”’ 
M.F. INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: Beware the TV programme Landmarks 
on BBC2. On October 3rd this showed a 
documentary about Britain since 1930 in 
which there were scenes presented as 
coming from an LCC school in London in 
1939. One class showed many West Indians 
and Asians. In fact there were no West 
Indians or Asians in any LCC shools in 
London in 1939. 
Did your child see this? 
HARRY WINN 
Thurso, Caithness 


SIR: Readers may have noted the recent 
incident at London Zoo, where a black 
gentleman holding a bible descended into the 
lions’ pit — presumably to spread his 
Christian message among the beasts. 

Lions, it seems though, are no great 
respecters either of religious evangelists or 
ethnic minorities. Led by one of their 
number, known as Arthur, they gave the 
intruder a very painful reception. 

A Zoo spokesman said that there was no 
question of Arthur & Co. being punished, 
let alone destroyed, as they acted quite 
naturally. ‘‘in simply defending _ their 
territory.”’ 

Contrast this with the treatment meted out 
to British Nationalists for ‘‘acting naturally’’ 
to defend their territory! 

CLIVE FARRER 
Peterborough, Cambs. 


SIR: In your report last month on the 
massaging of immigration figures, you say 
that it is certain that these inaccuracies were 
known to the majority of MPs. Well, they 
most certainly would have been known to 
the ministers concerned with immigration. 
In a _ recent radio interview, Peter 
Tompkins, former head of the Immigration 
Service, was asked why he did not reveal to 
the relevant minister his doubts about the 
accuracy of the official figures. He replied 
that he had done so on many occasions but 
his statements had been ignored. 
H.S. HALL 
Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk 


SIR: Quite recently the Government was 
saying that it refused to talk to Sinn Fein 
until the [RA had announced that its cease- 
fire was permanent. Now HMG is saying 
that it is going to talk to Sinn Fein because 
it ‘assumes’ the cease-fire is permanent. In 
other words, yet another retreat! 

G.S. TAYLOR 


Northampton 
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B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE (PHONE AND FAX 081 316 4721) 
154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DX 


NORMALLY OPEN MONDAY TO FRIDAY 10 a.m. TO 5.30 p.m. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £8.95 — 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 
A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
plea for British independence from EC bureau-cracy. 
1990, 19pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s War in its 
demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great national 
leader. The author is in fact less personally scathing in 
his treatment of his subject than is Irving, even stating 
that Churchill was a ‘great man’. Nevertheless, the 
book highlights our war Premier’s overweening personal 
ambition and is particularly critical of his failure to 
come to an agreement with Hitler after British forces 
had been defeated in Europe in 1940. A valuable new 
contribution to revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 
COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 

CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 
AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND 
(Col. B.S. Turner) £9.75. An updated version of 
articles appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with 
facts about the ownership of the media and their 
political bias. 1992, 34pp (A4). 

CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 


£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
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publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. A reprint of an important work on the money 
power and its threat to the freedom of mankind. The 
author was a distinquished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956 (rep. 1992), 72pp. 

DEALING INN HATE: THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANTI-GERMAN PROPAGANDA (Dr. Michael F. 
Connors) £2.50. The writer destroys the fallacy of a 
warlike Germany and examines the methods used to 
promote the myth. 1966, 40pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
— and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £11.75. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 


ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ‘‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 

FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 


THE LID OFF 
THE ONE- 
WORLDERS 
Behind the 
scenes at UNO 
(See this page) 


reappraisal of Britain’s membership oof the European 
Community — from the Campaign for an Independent 
Britain. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed as an 
omnipotent global government, suppressing national 
identities and human rights. The author is senior editor 
of The New American and a John Birch Society officer. 
1992 xvii, 350pp. 


GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 
A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immigration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 


campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. 


GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
nag gsioncoa look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. This latest work by a well-known 
advocate of monetary reform deals also with secret 
politics, media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. 


HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 


HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 
INNOCENT IN DACHAU (Joseph Halow) £13.00. A 
revisionist view of the Dachau war crimes trials by a 
Lebanese American who served as a court reporter. The 
book is based on the author’s own experiences and on 
subsequent archival research. 1993, IV, 337pp. 

1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Heary 
Garrett) £1.20. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

IRON CURTAIN OVER AMERICA (John Beaty) 
£7.80. Describes how America’s foreign policy was 
distorted by minority interests. Contains important 
chapters on the Second World War, the communisation 
of China and the Middle East. 1951, 267pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
¥ modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
4pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 

LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 

MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.00. 
Describes how financial interests are promoting the 


destruction of nationhood. 1993, 30pp. 


MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 
fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 

MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 
£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£6.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback. An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 


NO TIME FOR SILENCE (Austin J. App) £4.75. 
Reprints of 14 revisionist pamphlets published between 
1946 and 1978. The late author taught English literature 
at several US universities and colleges. 1987, lv, 
143pp. 


OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race means and 
how the concept has affected human thinking. A special- 
ist book, but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 
RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
produced by a group of nationalist teachers in reply to 
an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with facts and 
cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Cariton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 

SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Ri Cameron) 
£5.99. The author’s solution of self-determination for 
Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 
which the province has been subjected by direct rule. 
1992, 192pp. 

SEXUAL DEAD-END (Stephen Green) £9.95. A 
factual and scientific description of the threat to 
personal and social health posed by homosexualism, 
with an account of the rise of the ‘Gay Liberation’ 
movements and ‘Gay’ activism. This book is not sensat- 
ionalist but neither is it for the squeamish or easily 
shocked. 1992, 482pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett)x £12.95. An examination of Islamic values 
and tradition with important sections on the relations 
between Moslems and host societies and Islam and 
Zionism. 1991, 357pp. 

SPEARHEAD BINDER (£7.60)*. Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 
STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 


‘Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 


distinguished Russian author dealing with the communist 
and financial conspiracies and showing the link between 
the two. 1986, 240pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. 
Monahan) £7.80. A series of articles from the Social 
Creditor dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival and offering solutions to the problem 
of inflation. 1971, viii, 124pp. 

THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 


schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


TOO BRIGHT THE VISION? (Arthur Lewis) £7.99. 
The reminiscences of a valiant clergyman who upheld 
the causes of Christianity and civilised rule in Rhodesia. 
Despite being born in the UK, the author had the 
honour of being barred from this country by the Wilson 
régime. 1992, viii, 279pp. 

TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. An illustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. xii, 14pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
£1.00. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way to a satisfactory 
and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism and 
capitalism. 1992, iii, 20Spp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 79p post-free. 


Fight Back! 


British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 79p post-free. 


Where We Stand 

A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 


Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 

case against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 

tricht Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between 

.. Devon Branch and party headquarters. 59p post- 
ee. 


The Enemy Within 


This BNP booklet is about the role of the BBC as a 
weapon of mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises 
the text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission following the 
odious Public Eye programme shown in January 1993. 
Although the complaint is about one specific TV 
programme, its general drift could be said to apply to a 
wide range of anti-nationalist propaganda on TV and 
radio. 44p post-free. 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The Handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party at 
local branch level, starting from scratch when the 
activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a mine of 
information that all activists, old and new, will find 
valuable in the quest to make their activities more 
efficient and effective. It is a ‘must’ for everyone who 
wants to be more than just an armchair nationalist. The 
Handbook is illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £1.86 


post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 
Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
Contd. overleaf 
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National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 49p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.50 post-free. 


Union Jack lapel badges 
£1.50 each post-free. £1.30 each post-free for 10 or 
more. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal 
for sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Defend Rights for Whites! Leaflet rallying white 
people to defend their heritage and oppose multi- 
racialism. The leaflet looks at the effect of multi- 
racialism on Law and Order, Housing, Health Care, 
Employment, Education and Social Welfare. It also 
deals with the treasonable role of the mass media in 
promoting multi-racial Britain. This leaflet is larger than 
the standard BNP product. Text and illustrations cover 
two sides of an A4 format, which is to be folded into 
three panels each side. £10.00 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £5.00 per 1,000. 

Race attacks: the truth. This is a new leaflet focusing 
on the recent brutal murder by Asians of a young white 
boy, Richard Everitt, in North London. The leaflet 
shows how left-wing agitators and the media whip up 
hysteria when Blacks or Asians are the victims of 
killings but strangely mute when the murdered person is 
white. 


Make Britain safe! This is the BNP’s latest law-and- 
order leaflet. It focuses on a man in Liverpool savagely 
beaten up recently just for ticking off some youths who 
vandalised his car. The leaflet spells out the party’s 
basic anti-crime policies, such as restoration of the 
death penalty and making prisons much tougher. 


Vote British National Party. This leaflet focuses on 
the BNP election victory in Tower Hamlets in Septem- 
ber 1993 and stresses how this has changed the entire 
face of British politics, saying that now the BNP has 
shown that it can win elections it has a new credibility 
and a vote for it undoubtedly counts. The leaflet also 
gives a brief synopsis of the main policies on which the 
party will be fighting forthcoming elections. This is 
~ fecommended as an excellent election ‘warm-up’ leaflet. 
It should be used as a supplement to, not a substitute 
for, the standard personalised candidate’s leaflet. The 
leaflet contains a photograph of BNP Councillor Derek 
Beackon at his moment of victory. 


Join the British National Party. This leaflet is on a 
similar theme to the above-mentioned ‘Vote...’ leaflet, 
dealing likewise with the Tower Hamlets victory. 
However, it is designed primarily for recruitment 
purposes rather than for electioneering. It also contains 
the Derek Beackon victory photograph. 

Rebuild Britain NOW! This leaflet deals mostly with 
measures needed to revive the British economy and 
restore full employment, but also mentions the effect on 
British jobs of the coloured invasion. 

Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed 
for BNP Autumn and Winter 1992 and Spring 1993 
recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of best- 
known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


ACTIVISTS’ 
HANDBOOK 


A *MUST’ FOR ALL NATIONALISTS 
The BNP Activist Handbook, which has only 
very recently been published. For descript- 

ion see page 17. 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
dealing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 


RACE ATTACKS: 


MAKE 
THE TRUTH 


BRITAIN 


over on ethnic 
(get Bttle sympathy 


ny 


LATEST LEAFLETS 
See this page 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group that has been formed for the purpose 
of raising money for the British National Party. Membership is open to all 
persons, whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each month 


‘to the party's funds. 


Welling Club members will be sent regular bulletins informing them of 
progress in achieving various BNP projects for which their donations are 
required. They will also be entitled to attend, free of charge, an annual club 
dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 

Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their initial 
£20 contribution (made out to the British National Party), to PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
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scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planned pit 
closures. 

Stand by Ulster! Leafl.: supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 

Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate's name,-and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 

Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.50 for 1,000 and £5.00 for 2,000. 


BNP Recordings 

Rally ’93. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged just outside London on November 6th 
1993. Hear and see speeches by John Morse, David 
Bruce, Kirk Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John 
Tyndall. Excellent quality of film! 

Rally 92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £12.00 plus 98p p&p. . 
Allied publications 


We recommend the following two publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 

CANDOUR 

British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: UK £15.00 per year; 
Overseas £20.00 per year; U.S.A $30.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 

THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
Te = PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, 


Winter training 
scheme begins 


The 1994/95 British National Party education 
and training programme began last month with a 
seminar in London on October 8th. 

Party leader John Tyndall gave a talk -on 
ideology and policy. He was followed by Richard 
Edmonds, who spoke on the party organisation 
for activities at local level. The final talk was 
given by Michael Newland on propaganda. 

Each talk was followed by questions and 
discussion. 

There will be a further seminar in London in 
November, which will be announced by internal 
bulletin. 


BNP to fight Dudley West 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY will be 
contesting the coming by-election in Dudley 
West con3tituency, occasioned by the recent 
death of the sitting Tory MP Dr. John 
Blackburn. The BNP candidate will be the 
party’s Press Officer Michael Newland. 
Dudley West is a constituency of a type 
different to that in which the BNP has won 
some of its best 
votes in the past. It 
contains a_ larger 
than usual middle- 
class element, some 
of it decidedly 
prosperous. In some 


respects the party 
will be covering 


new ground, but it 


MICHAEL 
NEWLAND 

Seen here 
speaking at a 
recent meeting, 
he will be Dudley 
West candidate 


Remember the BNP in 
your will! 


We wish all our readers a long life, 
but none of us can stay on this earth 
for ever. Have you ever thought about 
how you can help the good cause 
when you are gone? 

The British National Party has 
benefited immensely from a few of its 
supporters remembering the party in 
their wills. In most cases the money 
has been invested so as to guarantee 
the party a regular income, rather than 
being spent in one go. 

Why not become one of these bene- 
factors yourself? Whatever you do, 
make sure you do not die intestate and 
let your estate go to prop up the 
political system! 

It is natural that if you have a family 
you should wish to provide for it in the 
event of your death, but nevertheless 
you may well like to set aside some- 
thing for the good cause as well. On 
the other hand, if you have no next of 
kin there is all the more reason for 
ensuring that the cause gets some- 
thing before you go. 

lf you want advice on this matter, 
please ring or write in and let us know. 


WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from page 5) 


theories, but could there be a connection 
between this preposterous attempt to load 
blame on the BNP for the riot in London 
and the reluctance of the authorities to 
prosecute the real culprits? 


is ground that must be broken into if its 
support base is to be extended. 

Beside the usual prominence that the BNP 
campaign will give to the race and immig- 
ration issue, the campaign will also focus on 
Europe, law and order and the catastrophic 
destruction of the traditional manufacturing 
industries of the West Midlands. 

Up to the time of our going to press, the 
election has not been called, but it is 
expected to take place just before or just 
after Christmas. In whichever event, it will 
be the most important undertaking in which 
the BNP will be involved for the next few 
weeks. 

The Dudley West campaign will 
undoubtedly require a great deal of money to 
fight effectively. For this purpose an election 
fund has been launched. We ask everyone to 
contribute generously to this fund. Please 
mark donations ‘Election Fund’ and send 
them to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. 


Legal Fund: 
target now £10,000 


Further to last month’s announce- 
ment of the re-opening of the British 
National Party Legal Fund with a target 
of £7,000, the party, on the advice of 
solicitors as to probable expenses, has 
now raised the target to £10,000. 

So far, the reponse to last months’s 
appeal. for contributions has been 


slow. £355.00 has been received at 


the time we go to press this month. 
We hope for a much better response in 
November. 

The money must be raised to 
contest an action against Bexley 
Borough Council over the use of the 
party’s shop premises in Welling. The 
council is attempting to prevent the 
current use of the shop on the grounds 
that it contravenes planning. 
regulations. 

Contributions should be marked 
‘BNP Legal Fund’ and sent to PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


British National Party 


ANNUAL RALLY 


London 
Saturday, November 5th 
In the afternoon 


SPEAKERS WILL INCLUDE:- 


RICHARD EDMONDS 
MICHAEL NEWLAND 
CLAUDE CORNILLEAU (France) 
JOHN TYNDALL 


Chairman: DAVID BRUCE 


In the interests of security, the rally location is not being disclosed. How-ever, if 
you wish to attend you may do so by one of the following methods:- 


(1) Contact your local BNP Organiser with a view to travelling to the event with a 
regional party, in which case you will be asked to meet at a local rendezvous 
point to proceed with others to the rally. 

(2) Contact the BNP Bookshop by telephone, giving your name and address 
together with the name and address of another BNP member known to the 
party who can vouch for you, in which case you will be provided with a special 
rendezvous point at which you will be met by stewards and taken to the rally. 

(3) Rendezvous with BNP stewards at the entrance to Green Park Underground 
Station at the northern corner of Green Park, Piccadilly, London W.1, at not 


later than 12 noon. 


Of the above methods we most strongly recommend (1). If this is impossible, (2) 
is the preferred method. If (3) is adopted, we warn all those concerned that some 
difficulty may be experienced linking up with stewards if a large opposition 
contingent is in the near vicinity and police are found to be restricting movements. 
Should anyone arriving at the Green Park rendezvous fail to meet stewards, they may 
telephone the BNP Bookshop (081 316 4721) for directions for getting to the rally. 
However, because of considerations of security it cannot be guaranteed that such 


directions will be given to all callers. 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 
BM Box 3958, London WC1IN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, 
Hackney, London E2 7BZ 
HILLINGDON 

PO Box 390, Uxbridge, 

Middlesex UB8 3BA 
HOUNSLOW 

PO Box 328, Hounslow, 
Middlesex TW5 OXF 
RICHMOND-UPON-THAMES 
PO Box 94, Teddington, 
Middlesex TW11 9EY 
CROYDON & MERTON 

PO Box 301, Carshalton, 

Surrey SM5 4QW 

SOUTH EAST LONDON 

PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 
EPPING FOREST 

PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 
WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN1i1 9JF 


EAST KENT 

PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 
WATFORD 

BM Box 1245, London WCIN 3XX 
MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
BEDFORD 

PO Box 174, Kempston, 

Bedford MK42 8EQ 
CAMBRIDGE 


-PO Box 817, Waterbeach, 
Cambridge CB5 9JR 


Contact your 
local party unit! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give a 


list of the main units. 


WEST BROMWICH 
PO Box 3398, West Bromwich B70 OLA 


WORCESTER 
PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


STOURBRIDGE 
c/o PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


CANNOCK 
PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


LEICESTER 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
NOTTINGHAM 

PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


MANSFIELD & ASHFIELD 
PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP 


CHESTERFIELD 

PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 
LINCOLN 

PO Box 57, Lincoln LNS 7RQ 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


—E 


The BNP also has units in Staines, 
Redbridge, Newham, Barking & Dagenham, 


WARRINGTON 
c/o PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 


ROCHDALE 
PO Box 118, Rochdale, 
Lancs. OL16 1AH 


OLDHAM 

PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
BLACKBURN 

PO Box 149, Blackburn, 

Lancs. BB2 2UQ 

PENDLE 

PO Box 15, Colne, Lancs. BB8 9BW 


TODMORDEN 

PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. OL14 7NQ 
BLACKPOOL 

PO Box 53, South Shore, 

Blackpool FY4 1FS 


LEEDS 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


BRADFORD 

PO Box 565, Bradford BD10 0YZ 
HUDDERSFIELD 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


DEWSBURY 
PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 


HALIFAX 
PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 


HULL 
PO Box 558, Hull HUS 3YW 


DARLINGTON 
PO Box 61, Darlington, 
Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS Havering, Thurrock, Southend-on-Sea, Isle of TYNE & WEAR 3 
: Woking, Southampton, Readin PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 

BCM Box 4110, London WC1N 3XX Sheppey, Woking, pton, 8 

Gloucestershire, Bristol & Bath, Bourne- EDINBURGH 
ISLE OF WIGHT mouth, Stevenage, Enfield & South Herts., PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
PO Box EP Ventnor, 1.0.W. PO38 1RA Coventry > Grantham, Derby, Ilkeston, MIDLOTHI AN 
DEVON Scunthorpe, North Wales, Port Talbot, Barry, : 

PO Box 14, Dalkeith EH22 SDL 

PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY Tonypandy, Ebbw Vale, Bolton & Bury, 

Ashton-under-Lyme, Batley, York, Skipton, WEST LOTHIAN 
CARDIFF Tees-side, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Stirling & PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 


PO Box 632, Cardiff CF2 1UU Alloa, Fife, Cumbernauld, Clydebank, 
: TAYSIDE 
GWENT Greenock, Dumbarton, Lanarkshire, Ayr, PO Box 210, Dundee DD1 9EP 
PO Box 8, Tredegar NP2 3YG Cumnock (Ayrshire) and Inverness. If you 
; : want to make contact with any ofthese units, © GLASGOW 
BIRMINGHAM or start a new unit, please write to BNP Head PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 
. Box sep wna Office at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 JERSEY 
irmingham 3DW. c/o PO Box 160, Exeter, 


BIRMINGHAM SOUTH 
PO Box 3592, Kings Norton 
Birmingham B30 9HZ 


Devon EX1 3YY 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 50p for information pack to:- Eh PELL LTE SE LITE 
P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING AIrOSS....cccccccccccsccccccccccsccccccccccnccescesscsscccccescens 


KENT DA16 3DW 
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